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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-6 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 10/6/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Therefore, rejection of claims 1-6 is maintained. 

Applicant states, (1) "By the amendment to the claims, applicant has amended the claims 
to address the examiner's concerns and improve clarity". The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
The claimed subject matter of the amended claims now has a different scope than the claimed 
subject matter of the originally presented claims. For example, replacement of limitation, "last 
communication channel" with "the a communication channel", in claim 1; addition of 
limitations, "one of said communication channels" in claim2; addition of limitations, "a plurality 
of communication channels enabling asynchronous transaction of information between a supplier 
and consumer in accordance with ACID properties, each of said channels having a set of clients" 
in claim 6; etc. The amended limitations is addressed by the new ground(s) of rejection (please 
refer to the below rejections of this office action), necessitated by the applicant's amendment. 
Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (2) "Schaefer et al. 6,157927 (Hereinafter Schaefer) does not disclose 
to provide the source with an asynchronous communication means towards the recipients and to 
have the chain of transaction: the source receives the "commit" when the first link has received 
the information, i.e. with no delay. Then, each link will set up a new (independent) transaction 
with the following link". The examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's 
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arguments. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features 
of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies "to provide the 
source with an asynchronous communication means towards the recipients and to have the chain 
of transaction: the source receives the "commit 1 ' when the first link has received the information, 
i.e. with no delay. Then, each link will set up a new (independent) transaction with the following 
link" are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). What is claimed is, "the method 
comprising transmitting the information by means of independent transactions set up between the 
supplier and a first communication channel of the chain, between each of the communication 
channels of the chain, and between the last communication channel of the chain and the 
consumer". Please refer to the below rejections of this office action to the presented amended 
claims. Since, applicant's claims contain broadly claimed subject matter, it clearly reads upon the 
examiner's interpretation of these actions. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (3) "Schaefer does not disclose transmitting the information via 
independents transactions between the service clients and the communication channels". The 
examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. In response to applicant's 
argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that 
the features upon which applicant relies "transmitting the information via independents 
transactions between the service clients and the communication channels" are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
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USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). What is claimed is, "the method comprising transmitting the 
information by means of independent transactions set up between the supplier and a first 
communication channel of the chain, between each of the communication channels of the chain, 
and between the last communication channel of the chain and the consumer". Please refer to the 
below rejections of this office action to the presented amended claims. Since, applicant's claims 
contain broadly claimed subject matter, it clearly reads upon the examiner's interpretation of 
these actions. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (4) "Schaefer does not disclose the issue of transmitting information 
from one source to a recipient through a chain of channels, each channel being associated with a 
transaction". The examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. In 
response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's 
invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies "transmitting information from 
one source to a recipient through a chain of channels, each channel being associated with a 
transaction" are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light 
of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geum, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). What is claimed is, "the method 
comprising transmitting the information by means of independent transactions set up between the 
supplier and a first communication channel of the chain, between each of the communication 
channels of the chain, and between the last communication channel of the chain and the 
consumer". Please refer to the below rejections of this office action to the presented amended 
claims. Since, applicant's claims contain broadly claimed subject matter, it clearly reads upon the 
examiner's interpretation of these actions. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 
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Applicant argues, (5) "Schaefer does not disclose all the transactions are performed in 
parallel, as in the present invention, there is a sequence of transactions, and one waits to assert 
that the transaction has succeeded before to initiate the next transaction with the next link". The 
examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. In response to applicant's 
argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that 
the features upon which applicant relies "all the transactions are performed in parallel as in the 
present invention, there is a sequence of transactions and one waits to assert that the transaction 
has succeeded before to initiate the next transaction with the next link" are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). What is claimed is, "the method comprising transmitting the 
information by means of independent transactions set up between the supplier and a first 
communication channel of the chain, between each of the communication channels of the chain, 
and between the last communication channel of the chain and the consumer". Please refer to the 
below rejections of this office action to the presented amended claims. Since, applicant's claims 
contain broadly claimed subject matter, it clearly reads upon the examiner's interpretation of 
these actions. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Priority 

3. Applicant is requested to submit the translated priority document in English for the 
France priority papers submitted on 4/13/2001 (i.e., France 99 10 516, 08/16/1999 application) 
for verification in order to benefit the effective date as 08/16/1999. 
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Drawings 

4. Applicant submitted corrected drawings, i.e., figure 1 and 2 submitted on 10/6/2004 are 
acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Amended claims 1, 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Amended claim 1 recites, the limitation, "the a communication channel of said chain and 
said consumer". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Since, 
multiple communication channels exist in the claim, it is not clear which communication channel 
is referred by this limitation. 

7. Amended claim 2 recites, the limitations, "finalizing said independent transaction", "if 
said independent transaction". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. Since, multiple independent transactions exist in the claim, it is not clear which 
independent transaction is referred by these limitations. 

8. Amended claim 6 recites, the limitations, " the information contained in a transaction ", 
" said channel is the target", "transactions containing said information with said clients ", " said 
transaction has succeeded". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Since, multiple channels, transactions, and multiple different clients (each of the channels have a 
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set of clients which can be other communication channels or consumers) exist in the claim, it is 
not clear which channel, transaction and clients are referred by these limitations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Schaefer et al. 
6, 1 57927 (Hereinafter Schaefer). 

11. As per claim 1, Schaefer teaches the following: 

a method of transmitting information asynchronously (e.g., col., 14, lines 6 -10) between 
a supplier and a consumer in accordance with ACID properties (e.g., col., 1, lines 51 - 57), said 
supplier and said consumer being connected by a chain of communication channels (e.g., col., 2, 
lines 24-61), the method comprising transmitting said information by means of independent 
transactions (e.g. multiple transactions are supported e.g., figures 6A-6D, both non-global and 
global plurality of transactions are supported using ACID properties, multiple phase commit is 
supported for Distributed Transaction Processing , col., 3, lines 1-53, further asynchronous 
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transactions are supported for distributed transaction processing, col, 13, line 34 - col., 14, line 
49) set up 

between said supplier and a first communication channel of said chain (e.g., col., 2, lines 
24 -61, figures 1-4G), 

between each of the communication channels of said chain (e.g., col., 2, lines 24-61, 
figures 1-4G), and 

between the a communication channel of said chain and said consumer (e.g., col., 2, lines 
24 -61, figures 1-4G). 

12. As per claims 2 and 4, Schaefer teaches the following: 

a communication channel enabling asynchronous transmission of information between a 
supplier and a consumer in accordance with ACID properties (e.g., col., 1, lines 51 - 57), 

each communication channel has a set of clients which are other communication channels 
or consumers (e.g., col., 8, lines 25 - 67) and when one of said communication channels of said 
chain is a target of one of said independent transactions (e.g., col., 8, lines 25 - 67), the method 
further comprises: 

storing said information in a reliable memory (e.g., col., 9, line 31 - col., 10, line 24), 
finalizing said independent transaction (e.g., col, 9, line 31 - col., 10, line 24), and 
if said independent transaction has succeeded, initiating independent transactions with 
said clients containing said information (e.g., col., 9, line 31 - col., 10, line 24). 



13. 



As per claims 3, 5, Schaefer teaches the following: 
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to initiate said independent transactions said information is stored in a plurality of queues 
(e.g., col., 13, line 38 - col., 14, line 49) each of which is associated with one of said clients and 
consumed by a thread (e.g., col., 12, lines 13 - 47), 

utilizing a plurality of communication channels (e.g., col., 12, lines 13 - 47). 

14. As per claim 6, Schaefer teaches the following: 

a transactional asynchronous communication architecture (e.g., col., 13, line 37 - col., 14, 
line 49, col., 2, lines 24-61, figures 1-4G) comprising a plurality of communication channels 
(e.g., col., 2, lines 24 - 61, figures 1-4G) enabling asynchronous transmission of information 
(e.g., col., 13, line 37 - col., 14, line 49, col., 2, lines 24 - 61, figures 1-4G) between a supplier 
and a consumer in accordance with ACID properties (e.g., col., 1, lines 51 - 57, e.g. multiple 
transactions are supported e.g., figures 6A-6D, both non-global and global plurality of 
transactions are supported using ACID properties, multiple phase commit is supported for 
Distributed Transaction Processing , col., 3, lines 1-53, further asynchronous transactions are 
supported for distributed transaction processing, col., 13, line 34 - col., 14, line 49), each of said 
channels having a set of clients which can be other communication channels or consumers (e.g., 
col., 2, lines 24 - 61, figures 1-4G), wherein each of communication channels (e.g., col., 2, lines 
24-61, figures 1-4G) comprises; 

means for storing the information contained in a transaction for which said channel is the 
targets (e.g., figures 1-4G, col., 9, line 31 - col., 10, line 24), 

means for finalizing said transaction (e.g., col., 13, lines 1 - 19, col., 15, line 51 - col., 
16, line 42), and 
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means for initiating transactions containing said information with said clients if said 
transaction has succeeded (e.g., figures 1-4G, col., 9, line 31 - col., 10, line 24). 



15. The prior art made of record (forms PTO-892 and applicant provided EDS cited arts) and 
not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Haresh Patel ^ 



Conclusion 



March 4, 2005 




